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   For Washington, the U.S. dollar is leverage, a financial weapon to dominate the world economy, to impose its foreign policy agendas and to secure a steady flow
   of natural resources over sovereign countries who use the currency.

   In the last decade or so, the reputation of the U.S. dollar has been widely discredited because it is viewed by many governments around the world as a risky
   asset since the U.S. economy holds more than $21 trillion in debt and if you add the unfunded liabilities in the form of promises to ensure payments to retirees
   associated with government pensions, entitlement programs and social security amounts to more than $200 trillion. The dollar is a fiat currency based on faith
   which is issued by the Treasury department and backed by the full weight of U.S. government, but countries who are routinely threatened by Washington with
   economic sanctions have lost faith in the dollar. The dollar is a debt instrument issued to the public with no real objective measure of the dollars true value.
   Since the Federal Reserve Bank was founded in 1913, the dollar has lost over 97% of its value. In 2018, rt.com reported that

     the Russian president noted that there are risks in settlements in national currencies, but they could be minimized. Risks exist everywhere and they need to
     be minimized, and in order to minimize them diversification is required. Holding dollars is risky According to Putin, the US dollar is also a risky
     financial tool. US foreign debt amounts to $20 trillion. What will be next? Who knows?

   The U.S. will never be able to finance their debt even if they brought back their manufacturing base, reduce government spending and end all of their wars
   including those in Iraq and Afghanistan. Peter Schiff of Euro Pacific Capital recently told Rick Sanchez of RT News that

     All the signs are already there. Look at whats happening out there. The stock market is falling, Look at homebuilders, the housing stocks, the financials,
     the retailers  all these are the same things that were happening in 2007 leading to that crisis, Schiff warned. So, what youve got to do is get out of
     U.S. dollar assets. The dollar is going to be the biggest casualty along with the American standard of living.

   The U.S. and their allies including Saudi Arabia, Israel, NATO, Colombia and until recently Brazil under the new Presidency of the ultra-right wing fascist, Jair
   Balsonaro are preparing for a major war with Russia, China, Iran, Syria, Lebanon, Venezuela, Nicaragua and Cuba to basically regain control over the world by
   restoring the U.S. dollar to its global dominance it once had. The National Interest, an international affairs magazine founded by neoconservative thinker Irving
   Kristol and whose honorary chairman is one of the worlds most notorious war criminals, Henry Kissinger published an article written by Christopher Smart titled
   The Future of the Dollar-And Its Role in Financial Diplomacy on the role the dollar plays in what they call financial diplomacy:

     Financial diplomacy begins with the coordination of macroeconomic policy, investment regimes and banking regulation, but dollar dominance has given the United
     States a privileged role in a broad field of negotiations including debt restructuring, battles against terrorism and transborder crime. Most notably,
     targeted financial sanctions have dramatically bolstered political leverage to isolate bad actors like Venezuela over human rights or Russia over transborder
     aggression. Washington has sometimes failed to capitalize on all these tools due to poor political leadership or bureaucratic dysfunction, but that may make
     its accomplishments all the more remarkable across two broad areas. First, U.S. financial diplomacy has been the dominant voice in setting the rules and
     institutions that reinforce the openness and stability of the global financial system, and consequently support world economic prosperity. Second, the
     dollars dominance has opened conversation on a range of matters that raise global standards and improve cooperation beyond finance.

     The ability to impose order on unruly global markets is, in many ways, what distinguishes the dollar from other international currencies. It is the worlds
     safest asset whenever political or financial turmoil spikes. In many of the same ways that the overwhelming power of the U.S. military can force order onto a
     conflict zone, so the U.S. Federal Reserve and Treasury have played pivotal roles in stabilizing financial markets through swap lines and loans

   The U.S. has essentially used its currency status, or what Christopher Smart described as the dollar having a privileged role of negotiating financial deals
   with the upper-hand when it comes to specific issues including debt restructuring or targeted financial sanctions with leverage (or in simple terms, a gun to
   your head!), and for all of those reasons that is why several countries had made significant moves away from the dollar. That is why the dollar has also been
   losing its position as the worlds reserve currency, so a war will be the only option they have to keep it intact. The dollar became the reserve currency of the
   world since 1971 when the Nixon administration abandoned the Bretton-Woods gold standard, then the federal reserve went into mass printing mode where dollars
   where created without nothing to back it. One other reason that the dollar became a reserve currency for the world is what we call the Petrodollar as a mechanism
   to control the oil markets when Washington made a deal with Saudi Arabia to standardize oil prices in dollars creating the petrodollar system which meant that
   oil exporting countries needed to use dollars in exchange for their oil imports, therefore making it essential for all oil-exporting countries to use dollars. So
   national incomes became dependent on the dollars value, so when the dollar falls in value, so did their economy.  U.S. trade partners must peg their currencies
   to the dollar, so if the value of the dollar falls, so does the price of their domestic goods and services fall.

   Not only the U.S. made the dollar the dominant currency in the world for natural resources in terms of oil, it uses its currency status as a weapon against
   sovereign nations who dared to challenge U.S. hegemony. Several countries in the last decade, especially Russia and Iran have been slowly abandoning the U.S.
   dollar since they have been repeatedly sanctioned by Washington for not following Western standards of compliance within the world order.

   Despite Trump calling for the withdrawal of U.S. troops from Syria and Afghanistan (I dont believe Trump will make that happen in my opinion), it does not
   change the fact that the Military-Industrial Complex is planning the next major war to protect the dollar as it is losing its world reserve status, perhaps we
   can call it The Dollar War. Iraqs Saddam Hussein decided to sell oil in Euros bypassing the dollar and Libyas Muammar Gaddafi had planned on Africa using a
   gold-backed currency in dinars instead of the dollar. Soon after, a no-fly zone was imposed in both Iraq and Libya leading to a war which devastated both
   countries. Muammar Gaddafi also called for African nations to dump the dollar at a time when Chinas growing economic ties with several African countries became
   a threat to Washington. Saddam Hussein and Muammar Gaddafi were eventually captured by U.S. and NATO backed forces and terrorist groups and executed.

   As the World Moves From the U.S. Dollar, Chance of a Major War Increases

   On August 6th, 2018, former Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad tweeted

     The use of the US Dollar as the standard unit of currency in global markets and the world banking system is the key strength of the American Empire. Things
     need to change, current orders should be reordered. Newworldorder DollarDictatorship.

   Things do need to change. Russia, China and Iran are making moves to change the current system without the dollar. The mainstream- media is taking notes on the
   reality as Newsweek magazine published an interesting article last September titled Russia and China Think U.S. Dollars are Ruining the World, So Theyre
   Finding A New Way The title in itself speaks volumes.

     Russia and China lashed out at U.S.s control over the global financial system after being hit by fresh sanctions that have left the two rising powers
     increasingly frustrated.

   The article continued:

     Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said Friday that his country was making extensive efforts to distance itself entirely from the U.S.-dominated
     international financial system, much of which runs on the U.S. dollar, and urged others to do the same. Washington has taken advantage of its unmatched
     influence by enacting sanctions as a form of punishment against countries accused of wrongdoing, or to persuade them to alter policies that are unfavorable to
     the United States

   The Russian, Chinese and the Iranian governments and their citizens alike have been experiencing U.S. imposed sanctions for some time. Russias Foreign Minister
   Sergey Lavrov spoke on what Russia and their partners in Asia and Latin America were doing to be less depended on the U.S. dollar:

     Referencing the U.S. and its Western allies that have joined in on sanctions against Russia, Lavrov said Russia was doing everything necessary to not depend
     on those countries that do so with respect to their international partners. More and more of our partners in Asia and Latin America are beginning to come from
     the same approaches. I think that this movement will only grow stronger.

   Whether its Political or Just Plain Economics, Sovereign Countries Are Bypassing the U.S. Dollar

   While more countries around the world grow frustrated with U.S. sanctions, there has been a number of important trade agreements by using their own currencies to
   bypass the dollar.

   Here are some recent developments from 2017-2018:

   China-Japan Buy Less U.S. Treasuries, What Does it Mean for the U.S. Dollar?

   Two major economic powers, China and Japan have reduced their holdings of U.S. treasuries as of last August according to a report from October 2018 by rt.com
   Chinas holdings of US sovereign debt dropped to $1.165 trillion in August, from $1.171 trillion in July, marking the third consecutive month of declines as the
   worlds second-largest economy bolsters its national currency amid trade tensions with the US. The report also said that Japan is following in the same
   footsteps of China by cutting their holdings of U.S. debt:

     Tokyo cut its holdings of US securities to $1.029 trillion in August, the lowest since October 2011. In July, Japans holdings were at $1.035 trillion.
     According to the latest figures from the countrys Ministry of Finance, Japanese investors opted to buy British debt in August, selling US and German bonds.
     Japan reportedly liquidated a net $5.6 billion worth of debt

   The report mentioned others who are following the same strategy of reducing U.S. treasuries because of economic, financial and geopolitical tensions over the
   years:

     Liquidating US Treasuries, one of the worlds most actively-traded financial assets, has recently become a trend among major holders. Russia dumped 84 percent
     of its holdings this year, with its remaining holdings as of June totaling just $14.9 billion. With relations between Moscow and Washington at their lowest
     point in decades, the Central Bank of Russia explained the decision was based on financial, economic and geopolitical risks.

     Turkey and India have followed suit. Like Russia, Turkey has dropped out of the top-30 list of holders of American debt following a conflict with Washington
     over the attempted military coup in the country two years ago. While India remains among the top-30, the country has cut its US Treasury holdings for the
     fifth consecutive month, from $157 billion in March to $140 billion in August

   At one point in history, China acquiring US debt offered a safe haven for what is known as Chinese forex reserves where China offered loans to the US so that
   US consumers can buy Chinese goods as long as China had an export-driven economy which led to large-scale trade surpluses with the U.S. This allowed China to
   purchase U.S. debt over the years, but now that is no longer the case. Chinas trade and geopolitical tensions with the U.S. has increased over the years
   especially since Chinas economic power has grown. Chinas One Belt One Road Initiative has blocked Washingtons ambition to dominate the Asia-Pacific region.

   An article by Schiffgold.com Who Is Buying US Treasuries noted the fact that the Japanese and Chinese arent buying US Treasuries. In fact, both countries
   reduced their holdings in April. The article also says that China can use US debt as a weapon because they cant out-tariff Trump. The US imports far more
   products than the Chinese. What is important for Chinas strategy against U.S. pressure is the fact that they could start more aggressively selling US
   Treasuries. If China starts dumping large amounts of debt on the market, interest rates will likely soar and the dollar would plunge. According to
   Schiffgold.com

     As Wolf Street noted, you can more clearly see that Japan and China are less eager to service US debt when you look at it in terms of the percentage of the
     US gross national debt WolfStreet did say that the two reasons are that the US gross national debt has soared and that the holdings of China and Japan
     have fallen over the past two years.

   With Washingtons support of Taiwanese independence and the U.S. Navy ready to expand its presence in the South China Sea, China will continue to sell U.S.
   treasuries and expand their markets around the world under the One-Belt, One-Road Initiative while building their military capabilities puts Washington in a
   tight spot. China , Russia, Japan and others are following similar strategies that require less dollars. Tensions between Beijing and Washington will intensify
   as long as Chinas influence around the world gains traction while its economic growth continues to outpace the U.S. economy.

   Russia  Syria to Use National Currencies for Mutual Settlements  Energy Exploration

   In a strategic economic sense, Russia and Syria has agreed to bypass the dollar when it comes to mutual settlements and energy exploration in Syria which is an
   important development to consider. Mutual settlements, transport and logistics  as far as Im concerned these issues have been settled, Vladimir Padalko,
   Vice-President of the Russian Chamber of Commerce and Industry told journalists on the sidelines of an annual meeting of the Russian-Syrian commission for trade,
   economic, scientific and technical cooperation, taking place in Damascus according to an rt.com report Russia  Syria to dump dollar in mutual trade, agree
   joint energy projects published last month.

     The Russian official added that the countries have picked 200 Russian and Syrian companies to take part in joint projects for rebuilding the war-torn
     country. The parties are set to sign an agreement that includes 10 extensive focus areas for recovering the Syrian post-war economy

   The report also stated that the parties have also clinched a number of commercial agreements on exploration and production of energy commodities in Syria,
   according to the Russian office.

   Iraq  Iran Remove U.S. Dollars from Trade

   Another interesting development is the agreement between Iraq and Iran when it comes to mutual trade agreements in bypassing the dollar and using the Euro
   (thats what got Iraqi President Saddam Hussein into trouble with Washington) and local currencies and even using a barter system for the trading of goods. A
   report published on September 10, 2018 by Presstv.com, an Iranian news source titled Iraq officially removes US Dollar from Iran tradesaid that Iraq and Iran
   abandoned the greenback in their mutual trade. The article stated the following:

     Reports emerged in early September that Iraq and Iran had abandoned the greenback in their mutual trade, giving way to the Euro and local currencies, as well
     as direct barter of goods.  The US dollar has been removed from the list of currencies used by Iran and Iraq in their trade transactions and they are using
     Iranian Rial, euro and Iraqi dinar for financial transactions, Yahya Ale-Eshagh, head of the Iran-Iraq Chamber of Commerce, was quoted as saying by local
     media

   Not only the governments of Iraq and Iran were bypassing the dollar in trade, merchants were already engaging in barter operations:

     Apart from switching from the US dollar to alternative currencies, Iranian and Iraqi merchants have been engaging in barter operations, according to the
     official. The banking system, however, still needs improvements, since only a fraction of trade between the two countries actually goes through banks

   One obstacle stands in the way from completely removing themselves from the dollar and that is the banking system:

     The banking system, however, still needs improvements, since only a fraction of trade between the two countries actually goes through banks.  Resolving the
     banking system problem must be a priority for both Iran and Iraq, as the two countries have at least $8 billion in transactions in the worst times,
     Ale-Eshagh was further quoted as saying by the website of Russia Today.

   India  Iran Will Drop Dollars for Oil Trade

   India is another country set on bypassing the dollar by paying for Iranian oil imports with rupees to avoid U.S. sanctions. According to rt.com who has been
   following these developments on countries dropping the dollar closely said that:

     Under the deal, the payments for oil will be made through Indias state-run UCO Bank, which has no US exposure. The countries are also discussing the
     barter-like system to avoid US sanctions, Sputnik reports.  Iranian Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif is on a visit to India this week, where he has met
     with Indian counterpart Sushma Swaraj. During the talks, the two sides also exchanged views on a further expansion of ties in banking, energy, trade,
     insurance, shipping, use of national currencies, Chabahar projects and Chabahar-Zahedan railway, Zarif said in a statement

   India bought a record 27.2 million tons of Iranian crude last year, which according to Sputnik News ended in March 2018. It was calculated at a 114 percent
   increase.  Indias Swaraj said the country would ignore the US trade sanctions against Iran. India will comply with UN sanctions and not any country-specific
   sanctions, Swaraj said.

   Pakistan and Chinas One Belt One Road Initiative

   Last December, Pakistans New Prime Minister, Imran Khan was interviewed by The Washington Post in regards to Pakistans relationship with the U.S. and their
   growing relationship with China Pakistani leader to the U.S.: Were not your hired gun anymore.  Khan was asked about Trumps tweets and U.S. aid given to
   Pakistan over the years What are you planning to do about your countrys relationship with the U.S., which has been deteriorating and has involved a
   social-media war with the president? referring to Trumps tweets on US aid to Pakistan and that safe havens that were given to terrorists. Trump wrote that the
   United States has foolishly given Pakistan more than 33 billion dollars in aid over the last 15 years, and they have given us nothing but lies  deceit, thinking
   of our leaders as fools. They give safe haven to the terrorists we hunt in Afghanistan, with little help. No more! Khan replied with It was not really a
   Twitter war, it was just setting the record right. later blaming flawed U.S. policies  the military approach to Afghanistan. Khan was asked about the future
   relationship with the U.S. and China and answered by stating the truth and facts of what was really happening in Pakistan, so he said that I would never want to
   have a relationship where Pakistan is treated like a hired gun  given money to fight someone elses war. We should never put ourselves in this position again.
   It not only cost us human lives, devastation of our tribal areas, but it also cost us our dignity.Khan expanded his idea on Pakistans growing relationship with
   China saying that it is not one-dimensional and that Its a trade relationship between two countries. We want a similar relationship with the U.S. What was
   interesting was what The Washington Post said to Khan regarding his anti-U.S. stand and Khan replied with If you do not agree with U.S. policies, it does not
   mean youre anti-American. This is a very imperialistic approach: Youre either with me or against me.

   On December 17th, 2017, an article by Reuters Pakistan considering plan to use yuan in trade with China explains how Pakistan is considering a proposal to
   replace the dollar with Chinese Yuans in the near future:

     Pakistan is considering a proposal to replace the U.S. dollar with the Chinese yuan for bilateral trade between Pakistan and China, the English-language daily
     newspaper Dawn reported on Tuesday.  Bilateral trade between the countries totaled $13.8 billion in 2015 to 2016

   What is troubling for Washington is the cooperation between China and Pakistan and what it involves in terms of the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC):

     The long-term plan highlighted key cooperation areas between the neighboring states including road and rail connections, information network infrastructure,
     energy, trade and industrial parks, agriculture, poverty alleviation and tourism.  The plan marks the first time the two countries have said how long they
     plan to work together on the project, known as the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC,)taking the economic partnership to at least 2030.  China has
     already committed to investing $57 billion in Pakistan to finance CPEC as part of Beijings Belt and Road initiative to build a new Silk Road of land and
     maritime trade routes across more than 60 countries in Asia, Europe and  Africa.

   European Union to Create Own Payment System Independent of the U.S. Dominated SWIFT System? Dont Count on it

   Some countries within the European Union would be more than willing to move away from the dollar at least according to the author of Currency Wars, Jim
   Rickards. Rickards wrote an interesting article on actions the European Union is considering to establish a new E.U. based payments system that is independent
   from the U.S. dominated SWIFT (Society for Worldwide Interbank Financial Telecommunication) payment system. The article was published in The Daily Reckoning
   titled The World Is Ganging up Against the Dollar, Rickards said that the U.S. has been highly successful at pursuing financial warfare, including sanctions.
   But for every action, there is an equal and opposite reaction. Stating the facts on how the U.S. uses its dollar, the world is responding with its own actions.
   Rickards warned As the U.S. wields the dollar weapon more frequently, the rest of the world works harder to shun the dollar completely. he continued Ive been
   warning for years about efforts of nations like Russia and China to escape what they call dollar hegemony and create a new financial system that does not
   depend on the dollar and helps them get out from under dollar-based economic sanctions.

   A new financial system was mention by German Foreign Minister Heiko Maas who recently called for a new EU-based payments system independent of the U.S. and
   SWIFT (Society for Worldwide Interbank Financial Telecommunication) that would not involve dollar payments to obviously bypass Iranian sanctions imposed by the
   U.S. Jim Rickards describes the SWIFT system the nerve center of the global financial network. All major banks transfer all major currencies using the SWIFT
   message system. Cutting a nation off from SWIFT is like taking away its oxygen.

   Given the fact that Europe is Washingtons lap dog when it comes to foreign policy and economics, Europe would be balancing itself on a tightrope if they decided
   to create a new payments system without angering Washington. So dont count on them on creating a system that would damage Washingtons economic hegemony over
   European markets.

   However, Russia has already made that move away from the SWIFT payment system to SPFS (System for Transfer of Financial Messages). According to rt.com:

     Russias money transfer system, developed as an alternative to SWIFT is now more popular than the global network, said Anatoly Aksakov, head of the Russian
     parliamentary committee on financial markets.  He explained that Moscow is already engaged in talks with Chinese, Turkish and Iranian financial regulators on
     integrating its System for Transfer of Financial Messages (SPFS) with financial messaging systems of those countries

   The report went on to mention that the SPFS has more users than SWIFT:

     The number of users of our internal financial messages transfer system is now greater than that of those using SWIFT. Were already holding talks with
     China, Iran and Turkey, along with several other countries, on linking our system with their systems, Aksakov said. They need to be properly integrated with
     each other in order to avoid any problems with using the countries internal financial messaging systems

   Russia created the SPFS payment system which began in 2014 in response to Washingtons threats of disconnecting Russia from SWIFT. The first transaction on the
   SPFS network involving a non-bank enterprise was held in December 2017 the report said.

   SWIFT is a system that allows financial institutions to either send and receive information concerning financial transactions in a secure environment which is
   based on the dollar system. However, the SWIFT system is a tool used by the U.S. against other countries to enforce their foreign policy agendas. For example,
   between 2014 and 2015, the U.S. blocked several Russian banks from SWIFT since US-Russia relations where at an all-time low. In 2018, the U.S. threatened to ban
   China from using the system if it did not follow UN sanctions on North Korea.

   With these actions taken by the U.S., it has also pushed China and Russia to purchase gold reserves over the years to minimize their exposure to the dollar and
   avoid any problems that may come up concerning their financial transactions with a payment system solely dominated by the U.S. So who can blame them?

   Will Washington Launch the Next Major War to Save the U.S. Dollar?

   World War III will be based on maintaining the power of the U.S. dollar. The interests of major corporations, the establishment from Washington and London, the
   banks and an interesting tribe whose seeds were planted in the Middle East back in 1948 are based on the dollars strength.

   The dollar is the backbone, the tool that allows Washington to continue its geopolitical dominance backed with its military power over the worlds economy and
   its natural resources. The dollar allows Washington to intimidate sovereign countries with economic sanctions as a way to influence or directly control their
   politics and economy in Washingtons favor, nothing more and certainly, nothing less, and thats a major reason the acceleration of dumping the U.S. dollar
   around the world will lead us into a major world war that may start with a country that has plenty of oil which two come to mind, and that is Venezuela and Iran.
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   Americas renewed desire to escalate military tensions is a front for Americas continual financial war, this time directed at North Korea, Syria and possibly
   Iran. This is likely to be the opinion of Chinas strategic advisers.

   We analyse the geopolitics and economics behind Americas war strategy from Chinas perspective, concluding that it is entering its final phase. Chinas exit
   plan appears to be to tie the pricing of energy and then other major commodities to gold, returning to the pre-1971 status quo, when the dollar was just a
   settlement link between commodity prices and gold. Except this time, the dollar itself will be side-lined, so far as China is concerned, which will use the yuan
   instead for its empire, which will be far larger than that of the US in time, measured by GDP.

   Introduction

   The day President Trump assumed office, it appeared that at last there would be dtente with Russia, leading to Americas withdrawal from unwinnable conflicts
   and towards a new peaceful agreement between these long-term enemies. However, within the traditional presidential bedding-down period of one hundred days, Trump
   has gone from his electoral platform of disengagement from foreign ventures to overt aggression in multiple locations.

   Something major has changed his thinking. Trump has committed no less than five acts of foreign aggression in that short time, with a sixth pending. The first
   was a joint operation with Emirati commandos in Yemen, which backfired, leading to the death of a Navy SEAL. The second was the recent attack on a Syrian
   airfield, in response to an alleged poison gas attack. The third is the escalation of military threats against North Korea. The fourth is the bombing of a cave
   network in Eastern Afghanistan. And the fifth is the deployment of more troops to Northern Iraq and Eastern Syria to step up the fight against ISIS. The rhetoric
   is also being ramped up against Americas long-term bogeyman, Iran.

   The three theatres of war that offer the best prospects for further escalation are Syria, Korea, and Iran. They are in two regions where significant quantities
   of dollars are owned and invested, offering the potential for capital flight, which should be kept in mind, when reading this article.

   Trump is also seeking congressional approval for an increase in defence spending totaling $54bn, a massive increase which, to put it in perspective, compares
   with Russias total defence budget of $66bn.

   The default assumption is that American military power and weapons technology guarantees battlefield objectives will be achieved. This hasnt usually been the
   case since the first Iraq invasion in 1990. Since then, any initial success has been more than outweighed by subsequent failures and unintended consequences. It
   is because of American-led operations in Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya and Syria that Europe is flooded with refugees, bringing undercover terrorists with them. There
   can be little doubt that a dispassionate analyst would recommend America abandons military action, so there must be other reasons behind Americas war-mongering.

   China, itself a long-time strategic target for American aggression, is sure to be worried about the escalation of threats to North Korea, and with good reason.
   In terms of trade, South Korea is now an important trading partner, and for that reason, China will not want to see the situation on the Korean peninsula
   deteriorate. She will also not want America securing territory which abuts her border. Russia has a small border with North Korea as well and is likely to share
   that view. However, Russias trade is not so much with South Korea, but she is a major arms supplier to the North.

   The only leader with good access to North Koreas president, Kim Jong-un, is Russias President Putin. When Trump was first elected, negotiations with North
   Korea were a realistic option, and there was even talk of Trump meeting Kim Jong-un to negotiate. The route to negotiations was always through Putin, and if that
   is not actually closed, it is made much more difficult, because of Americas action launching missiles against Russias interests in Syria.

   While the renewal of hostilities in Korea threatens to resume (they never officially ended in 1953), China and Russia are sure to avoid escalating the situation.
   President Xi will have made his own assessment of President Trump to this end, which was probably the most important reason for the meeting at Mar-a-Lago, from
   Xis point of view. The rather casual way in which Xi is reported to have been told about the missile strike against Syria over chocolate cake looks like a
   businessmans power-play to impress an opponent. It was not an action of statesmanship. Xi is likely to have thought it amateurish, even a sign of weakness, and
   might have given Putin a debrief of the meeting including this view.

   The relationship between Russia and China is strong, and they are likely to coordinate their strategic responses to American aggression in both Korea and Syria.
   The question is, if America continues to escalate its bellicose actions against North Korea, Syria, and possibly Iran, what will their response be? For clues, we
   should look at this from Chinas point of view. The Peoples Liberation Armys most influential strategist, Major-General Qiao Liang laid out his overall
   strategic philosophy at a book-study forum of the Communist Partys Central Committee in Autumn 2015. His view can be taken to be that of the Chinese
   leadership.i

   Chinas working assumptions

   Qiaos economic analysis and conclusions are both interesting and important, but it should be read for what is not said, as much as what is said. His paper will
   have been examined and cleared by Chinas leadership, before being made publicly available. To that extent, there is likely to be an element of disinformation
   involved as well. It will also have been intended to be studied by foreign governments, alerting them to Americas true motives.

   With these cautions in mind, we can proceed. Qiaos principal thesis is that America uses the dollar to manage external trade and finance for its domestic
   benefit. Many of us are familiar with the proposition that by exporting dollars and dollar-denominated bank credit, America creates wealth for both the US
   government and the major American banks, and that the dollars reserve status is accordingly vital to the US economy. But Qiao takes this much further, claiming
   that since the dollars peg to the gold price was abandoned, America has initiated a cycle of economic boom and bust among foreign users of the dollar for its
   own benefit. As Qiao puts it:

     The U.S. avoided high inflation by letting the dollar circulate globally. It also needs to restrain the printing of dollars to avoid a dollar devaluation.
     Then what should it do when it runs out of dollars?

     The Americans came up with a solution: issuing debt to bring the dollar back to the U.S. The Americans started to play a game of printing money with one hand
     and borrowing money with the other hand. Printing money can make money. Borrowing money can also make money. This financial economy (using money to make
     money) is much easier than the real (industry-based) economy. Why will it bother with manufacturing industries that have only low value-adding capabilities?

     Since August 15, 1971, the U.S. has gradually stopped its real economy and moved into a virtual economy. It has become an empty economy state. Todays U.S.
     Gross Domestic Product (GDP) has reached US$18 trillion, but only $5 trillion is from the real economy.

     By issuing debt, the U.S. brings a large amount of dollars from overseas back to the U.S.s three big markets: the commodity market, the Treasury Bills
     market, and the stock market. The U.S. repeats this cycle to make money: printing money, exporting money overseas, and bringing money back. The U.S. has thus
     become a financial empire.

   In other words, Americas wealth is sustained by a pump-and-dump operation facilitated by the dollars reserve status, replacing genuine industrial production.
   It is worth clarifying one point: foreign owned dollars never leave the US, only their function. It is more correct to state that the US Government causes
   dollars to be diverted from foreign trade and investment in manufacturing, to be invested in Treasuries. It can do this by increasing the risks of other uses
   compared with owning US Treasuries, which are deemed to be risk free.

   The first cycle identified by Qiao was the expansion of dollars aimed at creating a boom in Latin America in the mid-seventies. Bank credit expanded on the back
   of a weak dollar. America then raised interest rates to strengthen the dollar when inflation threatened, leading to dollars being switched from riskier uses into
   safe-haven Treasuries. A widespread financial crisis in Latin America ensued. This allowed American investors subsequently to buy productive assets at
   rock-bottom prices (the Brady bonds). Meanwhile, the US stock market rose strongly from 1981 onwards, as interest rates subsequently declined.

   The second cycle was aimed at South-East Asia, which expanded on the back of a dollar that weakened from 1986 onwards. From 1995, the dollar began to strengthen,
   culminating in a bear-raid on the Thai baht, which spread to Malaysia, Indonesia and other countries in the region. The Asian Tiger phenomenon was created and
   destroyed, not by the countries themselves, but by the flood and ebb of dollar ownership and investment. Qiao notes that China escaped being caught up in this
   US-inspired operation. Again, dollars flowed back into US assets, this time fuelling the tech boom, which had another two years to run.

   Qiao goes so far to state that the most important event in the twentieth century was not the two world wars, but Americas abandonment of the gold standard in
   1971. This is some statement. While he explains the events that led up to this event convincingly, the flaw in Qiaos analysis is to assume that America
   deliberately added the pump-and-dump money-making strategy to the benefits of exporting dollar ownership when freed from the discipline of gold. US strategists
   in the Deep State almost certainly lacked the degree of control necessary over events.

   The real reason US interest rates rose in 1980-81 was to stop runaway domestic inflation, which was getting out of control. The collapse of Latin America was
   unintended. The Asian crisis was mostly the result of bad investment and outright theft of capital, not the premeditated actions of the American government. Qiao
   claims that the way dollars were deliberately diverted from foreign investment is by America issuing Treasury debt. While the benefits to America of this
   pump-and-dump cycle might be obvious expressed in Qiaos description, the expansion of the quantity of Treasuries being issued is primarily tied to credit
   cycles, not the result of some devious dealings by the Deep State. But we can at least agree that the consequences of Americas mismanagement of her own
   financial affairs match Qiaos observations.

   Where Qiaos analysis gets less easy to criticise is in subsequent American actions. He claims that Saddam Hussein was overthrown because he instituted a policy
   of selling oil for euros, not dollars. That was true, and there is little doubt that the threat to dollar hegemony was discouraged. He claims the break-up of
   Yugoslavia was to undermine the status of the new euro. The euro lost 30% of its value from that time and was damaged as a settlement option for global trade. As
   Qiao goes on to say,

     after the first cruise missiles exploded in Kabul, the Dow Jones index jumped up 600 points in one day.

   Qiao then turns his attention to the contemporary cycle (in 2015) of dollar management, claiming it was now aimed at China. In his words,

     It was as precise as the tide; the U.S. dollar was strong for six years. Then, in 2002, it started getting weak. Following the same pattern, it stayed weak
     for ten years. In 2012, the Americans started to prepare to make it strong. They used the same approach: create a regional crisis for other people.

     Therefore, we saw that several events happened in relation to China: the Cheonan sinking event, the dispute over the Senkaku Islands (Diaoyu Islands in
     Chinese), and the dispute over Scarborough Shoal (the Huangyan Island in Chinese). All these happened during this period. The conflict between China and the
     Philippians over Huangyan Island and the conflict between China and Japan over the Diaoyu Islands, might not appear to have much to do with the U.S. dollar
     index, but was it really that case? Why did it happen exactly in the tenth year of the U.S. dollar being weak?

     Unfortunately, the U.S. played with too much fire in its own mortgage market earlier and got itself into a financial crisis in 2008. This delayed the timing
     of the U.S. dollars hike a bit.

     If we acknowledge that there is a U.S. dollar index cycle and the Americans use this cycle to harvest from other countries, then we can conclude that it was
     time for the Americans to harvest China. Why? Because China had obtained the largest amount of investment from the world. The size of Chinas economy was no
     longer the size of a single county; it was even bigger than the whole of Latin America and about the same size as East Asias economy.

   At the time Qiao presented his paper to the CCPs Central Committee, the Shanghai stock market was collapsing, and ever since then, there have been bouts of
   capital flight, which the Chinese authorities have had difficulty containing. The main-stream media in the US has been consistently negative. From Qiaos
   perspective, everything points to a pump-and-dump aimed at China. However, China has protected herself from Americas financial attacks through its national
   ownership of the banks and by capital controls. Consequently, only foreigners can sell yuan to buy dollars, or withdraw dollars from their own operations to
   invest in Treasuries. Therefore, the damage was always going to be limited.

   China also bends with the wind. While America increases her Naval domination of the Pacific region, instead of fighting it she merely increases her influence
   towards the West. This is the basis of the One Belt One Road project, which is already running goods trains as far as Madrid and London.

   China prefers her trade partners to take yuan in payment, and will lend them yuan if called upon. In time, yuan payments will have convertibility into gold using
   the Shanghai Gold Futures Market when it gains greater depth, making it superior to the dollar as a settlement currency, though Qiao is silent on this point.
   More on this below. Embedded in Qiaos analysis is an understanding that the Chinese empire will not only become far larger than the US in terms of trade, but by
   understanding the weaknesses of American financial imperialism, it will be more enduring.

   Solving the US debt limit

   These future events are implicit in Qiaos thesis. Let us assume for a moment that his thesis is valid, then Trumps threats to escalate a regional war over
   North Korea and/or Syria/Iran takes on a wholly different light. While it is a stretch of the imagination to believe that the USs Deep State planned to
   harvest Latin America, followed by South-East Asia in the late nineties, we are entitled to assume that the US governments own strategic advisers would have
   learned that manipulating the dollars exchange rate in this way is a powerful financial weapon, benefiting Americas domestic finances and keeping its enemies
   under control. By threatening North Korea, dollar investment is likely to flow out of trade and investment in South Korea and Japan, back to US Treasuries.

   Thinking ahead, this could solve two pressing problems: the first is to persuade Congress to sanction an increase in the deficit limit, it always being easier to
   persuade Congress to finance a government at war, and the second is to attract the necessary dollar-denominated capital to buy Treasury debt, without having to
   increase interest rates. The US Government is bound to be aware that higher interest rates must be capped to minimise the risk of triggering a full-blown debt
   crisis.

   As was the case with the Asian crisis, it seems China will avoid being undermined by these negative capital flows. Unknown to the public, America has already
   failed in its financial war against China, and needs new victims, which is why the attention has switched to the Korean peninsula as well as the Middle East.
   Trump now realises the only way his presidency can prosper is to encourage capital flight into America from abroad, and have the debt limit raised to accommodate
   it. This, surely, is behind his Damascene conversion.

   Japan and South Korea will most probably have studied Qiaos paper, becoming wise to Americas true motives, and are therefore more likely to distance themselves
   from trading in dollars thereafter. Their private sectors will be slow to understand these financial dynamics, so will remain victims. But for governments and
   large corporations, the American gaff has been blown. This is likely to lead us into a new world, where the dollars decline as a reserve and trade currency
   accelerates, as America runs out of its pump-and-dump victims. And when that happens, the dollar is almost certain to rapidly lose its purchasing power, leading
   to a global currency reset and a far higher dollar price for gold.

   Golds glaring omission

   A clue that Qiaos report was censored is the absence of any mention of Chinas gold accumulation strategy. While Qiao was quick to notice the importance of the
   link between gold and the dollar in the Bretton Woods years, there is no mention of why China has been amassing gold, ever since the original regulations were
   promulgated in 1983, appointing the Peoples Bank for this function. There is no mention of why gold was promoted to ordinary citizens after the Shanghai Gold
   Exchange opened in 2002, no mention of why China has invested in gold mining to the point where it is now the largest producer in the world by far, and no
   mention of why the government retains a monopoly on refining, even buying dor from other countries to refine and accumulate. There is no mention that leads us
   to understand why Chinese state refined gold bars are hardly ever seen outside China.

   China places a great emphasis on hoarding gold, both for itself and its citizens. The public has acquired an estimated 12,000-14,000 tonnes since 2002, and this
   writer has speculated that the Government has hoarded in various accounts as much as a further 20,000 tonnes since 1983. For the government, this represents an
   average annual accumulation of less than 600 tonnes a year, mostly at contemporary prices far lower than the current dollar level.

   But China has gone even further, seeking to control the global market by making the Shanghai Gold Exchange the largest physical exchange by far. She has now
   introduced yuan gold futures contracts, which will be followed by yuan oil futures contracts in time. This ensures that foreign traders in commodities and
   wholesale goods can sell forward the yuan they receive in return for gold, increasing the attractiveness of trade finance and settled in yuan compared with
   dollars. And when the yuan oil contract is introduced, oil importers will use the yuan contracts to sell oil for gold.

   In one simple action, China is ready to change the pricing of oil to gold instead of dollars. All she needs to do is pull the trigger, presumably when she has
   sold down her own dollar reserves to stockpile industrial commodities. And when oil is effectively settled in gold through the futures markets, we can expect
   other commodities to follow.

   This should come as no surprise to the American state, close to being declared check-mate by China on the geopolitical chess board. The dollar price of gold is
   likely to rise sharply, reflecting the loss of purchasing power for the dollar, and it will end the American dollars exorbitant privilege, enjoyed since the end
   of the gold standard in 1971. It is potentially the coup-de grace for both the paper dollar and American imperialism.

   Conclusion

   China is thinking ahead, and has its own unique understanding of how America manages its financial empire for the benefit of its domestic economy, at the expense
   of everyone else. China has protected herself, and attempts by America to undermine Chinas economy have already failed. Attention is now focused elsewhere. The
   latest war-mongering against North Korea, Syria and possibly Iran has much to do with persuading Congress to raise the debt ceiling, and to encourage capital
   flight back into a new wave of US Treasuries without interest rates being raised. This neatly explains Trumps change of heart over foreign adventures.

   The current attempt to pump-and-dump the economies of Japan and South Korea by escalating tension over North Korea, as well as countries with dollar balances in
   the Middle East by escalating Syria, Northern Iraq and Iran, will likely be the last such attempt. Chinas publication of Qiaos analysis has alerted government
   strategists everywhere to the use of this tactic, reducing its efficacy. America is running out of fools to fleece.

   The end game for the dollar and Americas harvesting of foreign countries is therefore in sight, and it will likely end with a final dollar crisis. China could
   bring this about at a time of its own choosing, simply by introducing the planned oil futures yuan contract alongside the gold futures yuan contract. When liquid
   enough, oil producers will be able to sell oil for gold, effectively restoring the pre-1971 price relationships. This explains the dynamics being played out at
   the highest levels, and America has the most to lose. But because China still owns large quantities of US Treasuries and dollar reserves, for the moment she
   might prefer more time before executing the coup de grace.

   But execute it, she will. Her fundamental objective is to remove Americas ability to profit from having everything priced in dollars. Logically, that means
   getting oil and other key commodities referenced in gold, as they were before the Nixon shock in 1971, with fiat currencies merely being the settlement media.
   America must be careful not to bring forth the date of her own demise by attacking North Korea, Syria, or Iran.

   Note

   iFor a summary of Qiao Liangs speech, see http://chinascope.org/archives/6458/76
   Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will not be responsible for any
   inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article.
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   Dollar Hegemony, Again

   Posted By Michael Doliner On March 1, 2019 

   The United States Entity lost the war in Iraq. That fact determines the Entitys position in the Middle East today. After having destroyed Saddams army and
   dispossessing the Sunnis in favor of the Shiites, after Abu Ghraib and its indelible pictures, after the total destruction of Fallujah, in short after a
   victory achieved with the utmost brutality, contempt and humiliation of Iraq and Iraqis, the Entity was in charge. Then the "insurgents" appeared. They put
   improvised explosive devices along the roads so, with a phone call, they could destroy patrols of the Entity. They made car bombs so that every vehicle
   approaching a check-point might spell doom. They donned suicide vests to blow themselves and any nearby Entity soldiers up. Entity soldiers couldnt go into the
   streets. Every move they made could be their last. The enemy was everywhere and nowhere. These people would rather die then be ruled by these idiotic mechanized
   barbarians. Everything seemed peaceful, but at any moment, out of nowhere, they could be blown to pieces. That kind of thing wears on you. Their patrols,
   pointless bouts of Russian roulette, ended up as parked "search and avoid" missions. Life went on without the clanking monsters. Entity bases were like Kaposi
   sarcoma in AIDS patients. The Entitys attempts at reconstruction were comically inept - roads to nowhere and chicken processing plants for chickens no one
   wanted. In short the Entitys occupation of Iraq after the victory, other than being a disaster of comical incompetence, was non-existent. Muqtada Al-Sadr, the
   Shiite cleric, had much more power than the Entity. Eventually Iraq rejected the Entitys status of forces agreement (SOFA). In other words the Iraqi puppets
   the Entity had installed unceremoniously kicked the Entity out of the country.

   Until that time the Entity had been running a protection racket in the Middle East. But after the loss of Iraq these threats seemed a lot less plausible. The
   game was: oil had to be sold in dollars. Know as Dollar Hegemony, this racket allowed the Entity to print money. Oil backed the dollar just as gold once had.
   Governments had to maintain large supplies of dollars to protect against "emergencies," that is, dollar shortages during speculative attacks on their currencies.
   "To prevent speculative and manipulative attacks on their currencies, the worlds central banks must acquire and hold dollar reserves in corresponding amounts to
   their currencies in circulation." The Entity enforced dollar hegemony with military threats. One of the most important reasons for the Entitys attack on Iraq
   was Saddams abandoning of dollar hegemony. He had begun to sell oil in euros. The Entity had to stop that. It invaded, and as soon as it was victorious,
   reversed that policy. Dollar hegemony restored. But the loss in Iraq revealed The Entitys protection racket as a bluff. Its threats were suddenly unconvincing.

   Pressed by Entity sanctions, Iran began to sell oil for other currencies after 2007. The Entity was not going to invade Iran! A look at the map reveals just what
   a catastrophe that would be. As soon as hostilities started, even before a shot was fired, no one would insure tankers going through the Straits of Hormuz, and
   the tanker owners would not send them through without insurance. Twenty percent of the worlds supply of oil would disappear with no more military action than
   the commencement of hostilities. The world economy would tank, and this time fall into chaos. There was no way the Entity could even think about occupying Iran
   after the debacle in Iraq. And there was no way to protect The Entity fleet in Bahrain. They would be sitting ducks anywhere in the Persian Gulf. If they were
   destroyed the Entity would lose unless it launched nuclear weapons. World War III would be on. Only madmen would even consider doing this.

   The Entity had abused dollar hegemony over the years by simply printing dollars. The Entity ran huge trade deficits every year. China, Japan and all other
   countries had had to keep reserves of dollars if they were to purchase oil and protect their currencies. These were like never- having-to-be-repaid loans to the
   Entity. If other currencies could be used they would dump these reserves because the only thing preventing inflation of these dollars had been dollar hegemony,
   backing the dollar with oil. Iran doing business in non-dollar currencies is like a leak in a dike.

   Russia, China, India and Japan are now unloading dollars carefully, so as not to cause a panic. But they are steadily unloading them. They see dollar hegemony
   disappearing. Naturally, Saudi Arabia sees what is happening, and is not that enamored of the dollar either. As long as they thought the Entity protected them
   from Iran and, of course, from the Entity itself, they went along with it. Now the Entity is impotent to enforce dollar hegemony. The dollars the Saudis take for
   their oil today will be worth a whole lot less tomorrow if dollar hegemony ends. They are wavering, especially after Trump scolded them for murdering Kashoggi.
   Naughty, naughty MBS. They know the Entity cannot protect them from Iran, and they are panicking.

   The Entitys hive mind, for its part, refuses to accept the Iraq failure as having revealed its weakness. It still wants to maintain dollar hegemony and its
   protection racket. The end of dollar hegemony is an existential threat to The Entity. Originally The Entity exchanged securities for these dollars, one piece of
   paper for another, or more likely bits of code, with the Federal Reserve. Then it spent them, mostly on the military. The Federal Reserve unloaded these
   dollar-denominated securities to whoever had faith in the dollars they could exchange them for. Nice work if you can get it, but securities are debt. The Entity
   is so far in debt that it pays almost a trillion dollars in debt service annually. To do so it needs more dollars and to sell more securities. Faith in this
   Ponzi scheme might waver. If everyone unloads dollar securities the entity will have to print more dollars, and sell more securities to buy them. Otherwise their
   price will crash. But what real something or other will these dollars buy given how many will be floating around? For there will be no other buyers unless the
   dollars can buy something real. The Securities will then be worthless. If Entity securities become worthless so will the dollar. Bye-bye Entity.

   The hive-minds strategy is to simply deny what has happened, the ostrich maneuver. The Entity didnt lose in Iraq, it hasnt as a consequence lost all
   credibility in the Middle East, dollar hegemony is salvageable, and the Entity might still attack Iran after all. The continuation of dollar hegemony requires a
   world in which Humpty-Dumpty gets back together.

   If only Iran could be put back in the box of dollar hegemony all would go back to what it was. In 2012 the Entity blocked Iran from the SWIFT messaging system
   for making international payments as punishment for straying from dollar hegemony, the first time that system had ever been used politically. It froze Iranian
   funds and the trust required for international banking was destroyed. However, Iran continued on its wayward path. Now the Entity withdraws from the JAPOCA,
   which was very beneficial to all other signers. Obedience to the Entitys sanctions against Iran is bringing the interests of much of Europe into conflict with
   those of the Entity.

   Without dollar hegemony the dollar will hyper-inflate and destroy the Entity. To restore dollar hegemony it was thought essential that Iran return to the dollar
   hegemony fold. Why then did Obama sign the treaty with Iran, the JAPOCA? Obama signed the Iran Treaty because of Hassan Rouhani and his party. Rouhani, as
   President of Iran, was a "moderate" and he had succeeded Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, the notorious hardliner who refused to even negotiate with the Entity. Ahmadinejad
   had called directly for the end of dollar hegemony. Rouhani won by arguing that he could relieve Entity sanctions on Iran through negotiations. Obama must have
   hoped that Rouhani could restore Iran to the dollar-hegemony fold. Perhaps a little coup dtat. He was, Obama must have hoped, our man in Tehran. The JAPOCA,
   which would relieve Iran of some sanctions, would prove to Iran that going along with Entity wishes, in particular dollar hegemony, was good for them. Rouhani
   was the guy who promised good things for Iran from a rapprochement with the Entity. Without the successful negotiation of the JAPOCA, Rouhani would fail.

   The actual contents of the Iran deal, with its various detailed restrictions on Iranian nuclear research and enrichment of Uranium, was a drawn-out shadow play.
   In the end, Obama demanded only what Rouhani could give. Neocons in the shadows complained that he gave too much, as has Trump. Ahmadinejad, on the Iranian side,
   said it wouldnt work, and complained that Iran got too little. In any case it was all a shadow play. Iran had no program to develop nuclear weapons. American
   Intelligence Agencies all agreed that it had been abandoned in 2003. Actually, it had never existed. Nevertheless, the two sides hammered out various conditions,
   dragged out the negotiations interminably, and carefully crafted the agreement to be acceptable to both sides. All of this was to present an appearance that
   would strengthen Rouhani and protect Obamas rear. Only the lifting of some Entity sanctions was real. That was Rouhanis win, and in return Rouhani would, Obama
   hoped, return Iran to the fold or at least "pave the way."

   But Rouhani would not or could not do any such thing. Although he did want to open Iran to the West, he would not restore dollar hegemony. When Rouhani did not
   do what the Entity hoped, it abandoned him and with him the JAPOCA, which Obama signed only to prop him up. That was the end of any hope for a Ukraine style
   regime change in Iran. At that point the Entity had to reestablish itself as the bully of the Middle East, which meant it had to threaten to attack Iran.
   Otherwise even Saudi Arabia, mortally afraid of Iran, wavering on dollar hegemony, and no longer believing in Entity protection, might itself abandon dollar
   hegemony. That would be curtains.

     Earlier this year, the Chinese Ambassador Li Huaxin was pictured with Saudi officials as he praised Saudi Arabias Vision 2030, which calls for stronger
     economic cooperation between the two nations. This pact pressures Saudi Arabia to adopt the "petro-yuan," which would effectively axe the petrodollar.
     Although Saudi Arabia relies heavily on U.S. military power, Saudi Arabia warming ties with China closeness are alarming. Chinas growing economy and standing
     in the world could undermine the attitude towards the United States. Above anything else, a shift in alliances could threaten Americas standing in the Middle
     East and world.

   The Entity, unable to face the truth, pretended its position in the Middle East had not changed. It had to punish misbehavior. Withdrawal from the JAPOCA was the
   first step, even though everyone admitted that Iran had not breached the agreement. Withdrawal from a signed agreement made the Entity no longer "agreement
   capable", as Putin commented, for no one could trust its word. Trumps blathering about a new agreement was nonsense. Diplomacy, for the Entity, is henceforth
   "off the table." Europes slavish obedience to the Entity exposed its governments as puppets of the Entity to the benefit of the rising pan-European nationalist
   sentiment hostile to Entity hegemony. The Entity had to reignite its threats against Iran. But this just revived Obamas dilemma, for the Entity cannot attack
   Iran without igniting WWIII.

   With the credibility the Entity had while it pretended to be the United States gone, and attacking Iran impossible for any sane entity, Trump is left with
   only one option if he is to maintain dollar hegemony: to go insane. The only alternative to going insane is to not attack Iran, allow dollar hegemony to
   dissipate ( as is inevitable anyway ), and so end The Entity- for the debt accrued through dollar hegemony is unpayable, except in hyperinflated dollars.


   Article printed from CounterPunch.org: https://www.counterpunch.org

   URL to article: https://www.counterpunch.org/2019/03/01/dollar-hegemony-again/
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   How to Start a World War
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   Global Research, February 05, 2019
  
   Url of this article:
   https://www.globalresearch.ca/how-to-start-a-world-war/5667594

   The White House decision to withdraw American troops from Syria as soon as possible may or may not be on track depending on whom one believes. But one thing that
   is for sure is that the recent suicide bomber attack in Manbij, Syria, which killed four Americans and has been attributed to ISIS, has inspired the opponents of
   the drawdown to renew their claim that the terrorist group is still an active threat to the United States. President Donald Trump is now being subjected to heavy
   bipartisan and media pressure to reverse his decision.

   It is perhaps a coincidence that the attack should take place not long after the White House announcement of the withdrawal, thereby giving ammunition to those
   who wish to stay in Syria, admittedly illegally, for the foreseeable future. Or is it perhaps something else? Why, one must ask, did ISIS do something against
   its own interests by attacking Americans and thereby increasing the odds that U.S. armed forces would remain in Syria? Wouldnt it have been preferable to just
   let the American military leave, thereby eliminating one enemy from the playing field?

   Former arms inspector Scott Ritter, in a detailed analysis of what is going on in Syria, has asked those questions and comes up with an explanation. Far from
   being an enemy of ISIS, the U.S. has actually served to protect the group. American presence in northeast Syria, where the ISIS remnants are still holding on,
   has actually prevented the final destruction of the terrorist group. Without the U.S. serving as an impediment, the armed forces of Syria aided by Russia and
   Iran would have already crushed ISIS in its remaining enclaves.

   Thus it is, against all conventional wisdom, the United States that is serving as ISISs protector, and the group staged the bombing deliberately with that in
   mind because it is better from their viewpoint to have American forces remain. They also clearly understood enough about American politics and its media to
   realize that they would be giving fuel to those in Congress and among the mainstream punditry to put more pressure on Trump to have the troops remain in place.

   That is how you start a war, or at least keep one going. It is called deception, or, when carried out by a state actor, a false flag in that the event is capable
   of being misinterpreted or mis-attributed to produce a desired result. There have been numerous deception operations throughout history used to start wars. The
   battleship Maine was not blown up by the Spaniards in Havana Harbor in 1898, but it served as a useful pretext to start a war that stripped Spain of its
   colonies. The Zimmerman telegram in World War I was a phony, but it helped bring the U.S. into the war against Germany. More recently there were the two Gulf of
   Tonkin incidents, both lies, which dramatically increased American involvement in Vietnam. And one should not forget the largely fabricated humanitarian and
   national security arguments made to attack Afghanistan, Iraq, and Libya.

   If one goes by the message coming out of the White House and State Department, it would appear that the next country being targeted by the U.S. for regime change
   is Iran. And the best way to start the war would be to have the Iranians, or someone pretending to be the Iranians, attack a U.S. naval vessel in the Persian
   Gulf. If it were carried out by, let us suggest, the Israelis or Saudis, both of whom have motive to do so, it would be a false-flag operation leading to war. It
   would also be a false flag if the U.S. itself were to carry out the attack pretending to be Iranians. One recalls from the movie Patton the generals hatred of
   the Russians and his rant at the end of the film, In 10 days Ill have us at war with those sons of b and Ill make it look like their fault. There are,
   unfortunately, many in D.C. who would support such an approach, including Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and National Security Adviser John Bolton.

   Some observers are concerned that the current lineup of administration hotheads is so devoid of scruples that it might well be planning to either provoke or
   false-flag the United States into the longed-for war against Iran.

   Unfortunately, to a certain extent, Iran is playing into the scheming by Americas hawks. Early in December, Iranian President Hassan Rouhani threatened to stop
   all shipping passing through the Strait of Hormuz if Washington moves to block Iranian oil exports when sanctions kick in early in May. He said,

     If someday, the United States decides to block Irans oil, no oil will be exported from the Persian Gulf.

   Washington for its part is also upping the ante, having sent an aircraft carrier, the USS John C. Stennis, to the Persian Gulf recently as part of a show of
   force. Iran has also beefed up its forces by deploying a considerable naval force to the Indian Ocean near the Persian Gulf, ready to move into the strait and
   close it if ordered to do so. Iran claims that it completely controls the strait.

   As nearly 30% of all seaborne oil passes through the Strait of Hormuz with the Stennis and Iranian forces on standby in the same area, the possibility of a fight
   starting either deliberately or by accident is growing. In early December, State Department Special Representative on Iran Brian Hook declared during a press
   conference that Washington would not hesitate to use military force when our interests are threatened . . . the military option on the table.

   One does not have to suggest that either the United States or one of its alleged allies in the Middle East will inevitably take the low road and stage an
   incident, but the possibility remains it will occur to someone that this would be the easiest path to war. Others, who want war but are more cautious in terms of
   how they will initiate it, are probably waiting for the May 5 deadline when the U.S. embargo on Iranian oil sales kicks in. Iran will be forced to react, and the
   U.S. is no doubt preparing to strike back. We will thereby have a new war that serves no ones interest apart from Israel and the Saudis and which will
   potentially devastate the region.

   The American people will have to do the actual fighting and dying while also paying the bills afterwards and will emerge as the biggest losers.


   Philip Giraldi is a former CIA counter-terrorism specialist and military intelligence officer and a columnist and television commentator. He is also the
   executive director of the Council for the National Interest. Other articles by Giraldi can be found on the website of the Unz Review.
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   Make America Grate Again

   By Paul Edwards
   
   December 09, 2018 "Information Clearing House"      
   
   The Blue Wave crested the reef but the Red Tide still pollutes the fetid lagoon behind it. Democrats got the
   House back while Republicans outdid themselves, electing and retaining some of the most astoundingly repulsive Crackers ever to walk on two legs out of
   Yoknapatawpha County, with the wizened hillbilly, Ma Kettle of Alabama, being perhaps most egregious.
   That said, all over the nation the vacuous, credulous naifs who exerted themselves in the putative cause of truth and virtue are now waiting with bated
   intellects for the Certain Overthrow of Trumpian Diabolism and the dawning era of Grand Regeneration of the democracy they never had.
   It is profoundly grim that the great mass of Americans is leash-trained to embrace creeds as hollow, cruel, and false as those of the parties. Its the Charlie
   Brown Syndrome raised to the 9th power in scope and cynicism. This Bait and Switch is run on both camps--the hostile, alienated, stupidly phobic, untermenschen
   Trumpetariat, and the credulous, myopic, witlessly hopeful, myth-addled, exceptionalist Democratic cadre--so effectively that both deathgrip their manky dogmas
   as they are herded into the abattoir, butchered, and fed to our ravenous Minotaur, the Capitalist War Machine.
   Nothing will change this because nothing can; nothing planned, that is, nothing organized. Shades of Viet Nam: its become necessary to destroy the country in
   order to save it. The Empire is too rotten to salvage. As Tom Paine observed, its useless giving medicine to the dead. Our national demise will not be sudden,
   though. Dying, like most processes, takes time. Meanwhile, the same greased pig chases and tent-show monkey fucks will continue to distract us from our
   collective death rattle.
   The country will obsess on two chimeras: Grand Comeuppance for Trump via Mueller Magic, and the WWE Congressional Clown Brawl. The Sturm und Drang will tittilate
   herkijerk attention spans for much of the next two years until both dogpoop pinatas pop, and Americans find themselves flat on their asses, having, yet again,
   had the promised football yanked away.
   Because thats what Imperial government is all about: the remorseless extraction of wealth, substance, and self-respect from a whole people mesmerized by
   relentless, mind-blitzing bullshit. The truly infernal capacity of the owners and operators of Big Bros Bullhorn, the MSM--from those sanctified pornographers,
   the NYT and WaPo, (pornographein in ancient Greek means "whore writing") to Facebog and the rest of complicit "social media", to the Vast Human Waste Dump of tv
   of all sorts--to render a whole nation drooling dim and braindead, is the surpassing wonder of our era.
   Item: A united phalanx of red and blue yokels, parochials, and throwbacks okd a $700 billion military budget just as the Pentagon admitted it had mislaid $21
   trillion it couldnt account for. A bookkeeping error, no doubt.
   Item: The Crone and Geezer Dem Honchos, along with certifiable Snopes-in-a-Suit Lindsay Graham pitched a fit over Jamal Khashoggis killing but remained
   untroubled by the psychotic murder of hundreds of thousands of kids in Yemen, Iraq, Libya, and Palestine theyve blithely done to death.
   Item: Neither party permits consideration of an honest Medicare For All proposal but both enthusiastically gave their owners, the Royals of Corporate Capitalism,
   the greatest stealth tax break payola in our history.
   Item: Neither party considers action on the irrefutable existential threat of human-caused global warming, though its scientific and military elites say that,
   absent total committment to check it, human life on earth may cease.
   These horrors... these bald-faced, inexcusable crimes against the American people are implemented in the name of the people, with the consent of the people, as
   marshalled and manipulated by that most evil, twisted gang of liars and villains: the poisonous propaganda system, our MSM "free press".
   It functions as a hermetically sealed entity, as our sick political parties do, so that anyone who dares tell truth about anything is exiled to the far reaches
   of the internet universe where only star trekkers can find them.
   The latest sick joke is the MSM valiantly defending "press freedom" while the whole shameless pack colludes to betray the one man who had the balls and ethical
   courage to reveal the truth of The Empire: Assange.
   Tragically, when our murderous system crashes, the people will not be spared because they were credulous. They will pay with their suffering and misery the debt
   to truth that ages of fraud and deceit incurred in their name.
   

   Paul Edwards is a writer and film-maker in Montana. He can be reached at: hgmnudebresnan.net
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   Pity the Nation: War Spending Is Bankrupting America

   By John W. Whitehead

     "Pity the nation whose people are sheep

     And whose shepherds mislead them

     Pity the nation whose leaders are liars

     Whose sages are silenced

     And whose bigots haunt the airwaves

     Pity the nation that raises not its voice

     Except to praise conquerors

     And acclaim the bully as hero

     And aims to rule the world

     By force and by torture...

     Pity the nation oh pity the people

     who allow their rights to erode

     and their freedoms to be washed away..."

     --Lawrence Ferlinghetti, poet



   March 13, 2019 "Information Clearing House" - 

   War spending is bankrupting America.

   Our nation is being preyed upon by a military industrial complex that is propped up by war profiteers, corrupt politicians and foreign governments.

   America has so much to offer--creativity, ingenuity, vast natural resources, a rich heritage, a beautifully diverse populace, a freedom foundation unrivaled
   anywhere in the world, and opportunities galore--and yet our birthright is being sold out from under us so that power-hungry politicians, greedy military
   contractors, and bloodthirsty war hawks can make a hefty profit at our expense.

   Dont be fooled into thinking that your hard-earned tax dollars are being used for national security and urgent military needs.

   Its all a ruse.

   You know what happens to tax dollars that are left over at the end of the governments fiscal year? Government agencies--including the Department of Defense--go
   on a "use it or lose it" spending spree so they can justify asking for money in the next fiscal year.

   Were not talking chump change, either.

   Were talking $97 billion worth of wasteful spending.

   According to an investigative report by Open the Government, among the items purchased during the last month of the fiscal year when government agencies go all
   out to get rid of these "use it or lose it" funds: Wexford Leather club chair ($9,241), china tableware ($53,004), alcohol ($308,994), golf carts ($673,471),
   musical equipment including pianos, tubas, and trombones ($1.7 million), lobster tail and crab ($4.6 million), iPhones and iPads ($7.7 million), and workout and
   recreation equipment ($9.8 million).

   So much for draining the swamp.

   Anyone who suggests that the military needs more money is either criminally clueless or equally corrupt, because the military isnt suffering from lack of
   funding--its suffering from lack of proper oversight.

   Where President Trump fits into that scenario, you decide.

   Trump may turn out to be, as policy analyst Stan Collender warned, "the biggest deficit- and debt-increasing president of all time."

   Rest assured, however, that if Trump gets his way--to the tune of a $4.7 trillion budget that digs the nation deeper in debt to foreign creditors, adds $750
   billion for the military budget, and doubles the debt growth that Trump once promised to erase--the war profiteers (and foreign banks who "own" our debt) will be
   raking in a fortune while America goes belly up.

   This is basic math, and the numbers just dont add up.

   As it now stands, the U.S. government is operating in the negative on every front: its spending far more than what it makes (and takes from the American
   taxpayers) and it is borrowing heavily (from foreign governments and Social Security) to keep the government operating and keep funding its endless wars abroad.

   Certainly, nothing about the way the government budgets its funds puts Americas needs first.

   The nations educational system is pathetic (young people are learning nothing about their freedoms or their government). The infrastructure is antiquated and
   growing more outdated by the day. The health system is overpriced and inaccessible to those who need it most. The supposedly robust economy is belied by the
   daily reports of businesses shuttering storefronts and declaring bankruptcy. And our so-called representative government is a sham.

   If this is a formula for making America great again, its not working.

   The White House wants taxpayers to accept that the only way to reduce the nations ballooning deficit is by cutting "entitlement" programs such as Social
   Security and Medicare, yet the glaring economic truth is that at the end of the day, its the military industrial complex--and not the sick, the elderly or the
   poor--that is pushing America towards bankruptcy.

   We have become a debtor nation, and the government is sinking us deeper into debt with every passing day that it allows the military industrial complex to call
   the shots.

   Simply put, the government cannot afford to maintain its over-extended military empire.

   "Money is the new 800-pound gorilla," remarked a senior administration official involved in Afghanistan. "It shifts the debate from Is the strategy working? to
   Can we afford this? And when you view it that way, the scope of the mission that we have now is far, far less defensible." Or as one commentator noted,
   "Foreclosing the future of our country should not be confused with defending it."

   To be clear, the U.S governments defense spending is about one thing and one thing only: establishing and maintaining a global military empire.

   Although the U.S. constitutes only 5% of the worlds population, America boasts almost 50% of the worlds total military expenditure, spending more on the
   military than the next 19 biggest spending nations combined.

   In fact, the Pentagon spends more on war than all 50 states combined spend on health, education, welfare, and safety.

   The American military-industrial complex has erected an empire unsurpassed in history in its breadth and scope, one dedicated to conducting perpetual warfare
   throughout the earth.

   Since 2001, the U.S. government has spent more than $4.7 trillion waging its endless wars.

   Having been co-opted by greedy defense contractors, corrupt politicians and incompetent government officials, Americas expanding military empire is bleeding the
   country dry at a rate of more than $32 million per hour.

   In fact, the U.S. government has spent more money every five seconds in Iraq than the average American earns in a year.

   Then theres the cost of maintaining and staffing the 1000-plus U.S. military bases spread around the world and policing the globe with 1.3 million U.S. troops
   stationed in 177 countries (over 70% of the countries worldwide).

   Future wars and military exercises waged around the globe are expected to push the total bill upwards of $12 trillion by 2053.

   The U.S. government is spending money it doesnt have on a military empire it cant afford.

   As investigative journalist Uri Friedman puts it, for more than 15 years now, the United States has been fighting terrorism with a credit card, "essentially
   bankrolling the wars with debt, in the form of purchases of U.S. Treasury bonds by U.S.-based entities like pension funds and state and local governments, and by
   countries like China and Japan."

   War is not cheap, but it becomes outrageously costly when you factor in government incompetence, fraud, and greedy contractors.

   As The Nation reports:

   For decades, the DoDs leaders and accountants have been perpetrating a gigantic, unconstitutional accounting fraud, deliberately cooking the books to mislead
   the Congress and drive the DoDs budgets ever higher, regardless of military necessity. DoD has literally been making up numbers in its annual financial reports
   to Congress--representing trillions of dollars worth of seemingly nonexistent transactions--knowing that Congress would rely on those misleading reports when
   deciding how much money to give the DoD the following year.

   For example, a leading accounting firm concluded that one of the Pentagons largest agencies "cant account for hundreds of millions of dollars worth of
   spending."

   Unfortunately, the outlook isnt much better for the spending that can be tracked.

   A government audit found that defense contractor Boeing has been massively overcharging taxpayers for mundane parts, resulting in tens of millions of dollars in
   overspending. As the report noted, the American taxpayer paid:

   $71 for a metal pin that should cost just 4 cents; $644.75 for a small gear smaller than a dime that sells for $12.51: more than a 5,100 percent increase in
   price. $1,678.61 for another tiny part, also smaller than a dime, that could have been bought within DoD for $7.71: a 21,000 percent increase. $71.01 for a
   straight, thin metal pin that DoD had on hand, unused by the tens of thousands, for 4 cents: an increase of over 177,000 percent.

   That price gouging has become an accepted form of corruption within the American military empire is a sad statement on how little control "we the people" have
   over our runaway government.

   Mind you, this isnt just corrupt behavior. Its deadly, downright immoral behavior.

   The U.S. government is not making the world any safer. Its making the world more dangerous. It is estimated that the U.S. military drops a bomb somewhere in the
   world every 12 minutes. Since 9/11, the United States government has directly contributed to the deaths of around 500,000. Every one of those deaths was paid for
   with taxpayer funds.

   The U.S. government is not making America any safer. Its exposing American citizens to alarming levels of blowback, a CIA term referring to the unintended
   consequences of the U.S. governments international activities. Chalmers Johnson, a former CIA consultant, repeatedly warned that Americas use of its military
   to gain power over the global economy would result in devastating blowback.

   Those who call the shots in the government--those who push the military industrial complexs agenda--those who make a killing by embroiling the U.S. in foreign
   wars--have not heeded Johnsons warning.

   The U.S. government is not making American citizens any safer. The repercussions of Americas military empire have been deadly, not only for those innocent men,
   women and children killed by drone strikes abroad but also those here in the United States.

   The 9/11 attacks were blowback. The Boston Marathon Bombing was blowback. The attempted Times Square bomber was blowback. The Fort Hood shooter, a major in the
   U.S. Army, was blowback.

   The transformation of America into a battlefield is blowback.

   All of this carnage is being carried out with the full support of the American people, or at least with the proxy that is our taxpayer dollars.

   The government is destabilizing the economy, destroying the national infrastructure through neglect and a lack of resources, and turning taxpayer dollars into
   blood money with its endless wars, drone strikes and mounting death tolls.

   As Martin Luther King Jr. recognized, under a military empire, war and its profiteering will always take precedence over the peoples basic human needs.

   Similarly, President Dwight Eisenhower warned us not to let the profit-driven war machine endanger our liberties or democratic processes.

   "Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, those who are
   cold and are not clothed. This world in arms is not spending money alone. It is spending the sweat of its laborers, the genius of its scientists, the hopes of
   its children. The cost of one modern heavy bomber is this: a modern brick school in more than 30 cities. It is two electric power plants, each serving a town of
   60,000 population. It is two fine, fully equipped hospitals. It is some fifty miles of concrete pavement. We pay for a single fighter plane with a half million
   bushels of wheat. We pay for a single destroyer with new homes that could have housed more than 8,000 people. This is, I repeat, the best way of life to be found
   on the road the world has been taking. This is not a way of life at all, in any true sense. Under the cloud of threatening war, it is humanity hanging from a
   cross of iron. ... Is there no other way the world may live?"

   We failed to heed Eisenhowers warning.

   The illicit merger of the armaments industry and the government that Eisenhower warned against has come to represent perhaps the greatest threat to the nation
   today.

   Its not sustainable, of course.

   Eventually, inevitably, military empires fall and fail by spreading themselves too thin and spending themselves to death.

   It happened in Rome. Its happening again.

   The America empire is already breaking down.

   Were already witnessing a breakdown of society on virtually every front, and the government is ready.

   For years now, the government has worked with the military to prepare for widespread civil unrest brought about by "economic collapse, loss of functioning
   political and legal order, purposeful domestic resistance or insurgency, pervasive public health emergencies, and catastrophic natural and human disasters."

   For years now, the government has been warning against the dangers of domestic terrorism, erecting surveillance systems to monitor its own citizens,
   creating classification systems to label any viewpoints that challenge the status quo as extremist, and training law enforcement agencies to equate anyone
   possessing anti-government views as a domestic terrorist.

   Were approaching critical mass.

   As long as "we the people" continue to allow the government to wage its costly, meaningless, endless wars abroad, the American homeland will continue to suffer:
   our roads will crumble, our bridges will fail, our schools will fall into disrepair, our drinking water will become undrinkable, our communities will
   destabilize, our economy will tank, crime will rise, and our freedoms will suffer.

   So who will save us?

   As I make clear in my book, Battlefield America: The War on the American People, wed better start saving ourselves: one by one, neighbor to neighbor, through
   grassroots endeavors, by pushing back against the police state where it most counts--in our communities first and foremost, and by holding fast to what binds us
   together and not allowing politics and other manufactured nonrealities to tear us apart.

   Start today. Start now. Do your part.

   Literally and figuratively, the buck starts and stops with "we the people."

  

   Constitutional attorney and author John W. Whitehead is founder and president of The Rutherford Institute. His new book Battlefield America: The War on the
   American People  (SelectBooks, 2015) is available online at www.amazon.com. Whitehead can be contacted at johnwrutherford.org.
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   The Empire: Now or Never 

   http://www.unz.com/freed/the-empire-now-or-never/

   Many people I talk to seem to think American foreign policy has something to do with democracy, human rights, national security, or maybe terrorism or freedom,
   or niceness, or something. It is a curious belief, Washington being interested in all of them. Other people are simply puzzled, seeing no pattern in Americas
   international behavior. Really, the explanation is simple.

   The reason of course is empire, the desire for which is an ancient and innate part of mankinds cerebral package. Parthian, Roman, Aztec, Hapsburg, British. It
   never stops.

   When the Soviet Empire collapsed, America appeared poised to establish the first truly world empire. The developed countries were American vassals in effect if
   not in name, many of them occupied by American troops: Among others, Europe, Canada, Japan, South Korea, Latin America, Saudi Arabia, and Australia. The US had
   by far the dominant economy and the biggest military, controlled the IMF, NATO, the dollar, SWIFT, and enjoyed technological superiority.  Russia was in chaos,
   China a distant smudge on the horizon.

   Powerful groups in Washington, such as PNAC, began angling towed aggrandizement, but the real lunge came with the attack on Iraq. Current foreign policy openly
   focuses on dominating the planet. The astonishing thing is that some people dont notice.

   The world runs on oil. Controlling the supply conveys almost absolute power over those countries that do not have their own. (For example, the Japanese would
   soon be eating each other if their oil were cut off.) Saudi Arabia is an American protectorate,and, having seen what happened to Iraq, knows that it can be
   conquered in short order if it gets out of line. The U. S. Navy could easily block tanker traffic from Hormuz to any or all countries.

   A major purpose of the destruction of Iraq was to get control of its oil and put American forces on the border of Iran, another oil power. The current attempt to
   starve the Iranians aims at installing a American puppet government. The ongoing coup in Venezuela seeks control of another vast oil reserve. It will also serve
   to intimidate the rest of Latin America by showing what can happen to any country that defies Washington. Why are American troops in Nigeria? Guess what Nigeria
   has.

   Note that Iraq and Iran, in addition to their oil, are geostrategically vital to a world empire. Further, the immensely powerful Jewish presence in the US
   supports the Mid-East wars for its own purposes. So, of course, does the arms industry. All Gods chillun love the Empire.

   For the Greater Empire to prevail, Russia and China, the latter a surprise contender, must be neutralized. Thus the campaign to crush Russia by economic
   sanctions. At the same time Washington pushes NATO, its sepoy militia, ever eastward, wants to station US forces in Poland, plans a Space Command whose only
   purpose is to intimidate or bankrupt Russia, drops out of the INF Treaty for the same reasons, and seeks to prevent commercial relations between Russia and the
   European vassals (e.g., Nordstream II).

   China of course is the key obstacle to expanding the Empire. Ergo the trade war. America has to stop Chinas economic and technological progress, and stop it
   now, as it will not get another chance.

   The present moment is an Imperial crunch point. America cannot compete with China commercially or, increasingly, in technology. Washington knows it. Beijings
   advantages are too great: A huge and growing domestic market, a far larger population of very bright people, a for-profit economy that allows heavy investment
   both internally and abroad, a stable government that can plan well into the future.

   America? Its power is more fragile than it may seem. The United States once dominated economically by making better products at better prices, ran a large trade
   surplus, and barely had competitors. Today it has deindustrialized, runs a trade deficit with almost everybody, carries an astronomical and uncontrolled national
   debt, and makes few things that the world cant get elsewhere, often at lower cost.

   Increasingly Americas commercial power is as a consumer, not a producer. Washington tells other countries, "If you dont do as we say, we wont buy your stuff."
   The indispensable country is an indispensable market. With few and diminishing (though important) exceptions, if it stopped selling things to China, China would
   barely notice, but if it stopped buying, the Chinese economy would wither. Tariffs, note, are just a way of not buying Chinas stuff.

   Since the profligate American market is vital to other countries, they often do as ordered. But Asian markets grow. So do Asian industries.

   As Americas competitiveness declines, Washington resorts to strong-arm tactics. It has no choice. A prime example is the 5G internet, a Very Big Deal, in which
   Huawei holds the lead. Unable to provide a better product at a better price, Washington forbids the vassals to deal with Huawei-on pain of not buying their
   stuff. In what appears to be desperation, the Exceptional Nation has actually made a servile Canada arrest the daughter of Huaweis founder.

   The tide runs against the Empire. A couple of decades ago, the idea that China could compete technologically with America would have seemed preposterous. Today
   China advances at startling speed. It is neck and neck with the US in supercomputers, launches moonlanders, leads in 5G internet, does leading work in genetics,
   designs world-class chipsets (e.g., the Kirin 980 and 920) and smartphones. Another decade or two of this and America will be at the trailing edge.

   The American decline is largely self-inflicted. The US chooses its government by popularity contests among provincial lawyers rather than by competence. American
   education deteriorates under assault by social-justice faddists. Washington spends on the military instead of infrastructure and the economy. It is politically
   chaotic, its policies changing with every new administration.

   The first rule of empire is, "Dont let your enemies unite." Instead, Washington has pushed Russia, China, and Iran into a coalition against the Empire. It might
   have been brighter to have integrated Iran tightly into the Euro-American econosphere, but Israel would not have let America do this. The same approach would
   have worked with Russia, racially closer to Europe than China and acutely aware of having vast empty Siberia bordering an overpopulated China. By imposing
   sanctions of adversaries and allies alike, Washington promotes dedollarization and recognition that America is not an ally but a master.

   It is now or never. If Americas great but declining power does not subjugate the rest of the world quickly, the rising powers of Asia will swamp it. Even India
   grows. Either sanctions subdue the world, or Washington starts a world war. Or America becomes just another country.

   To paraphrase a great political thinker, "Its the Empire, Stupid."


   ( Republished from Fred on Everything by permission of author or representative )
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   The Plot to Attack Iran: How the CIA and the Deep State Have Conspired to Vilify Iran
   By Jim Miles
   
   Global Research, March 05, 2019
   
   Url of this article:
   https://www.globalresearch.ca/plot-attack-iran-cia-deep-state-conspired-vilify-iran/5670427

   Western mainstream media (MSM) typically present Iran as a degenerate and impoverished society under the sway of Islamic terrorist fundamentalists.  Alternate
   media and seriously investigated works present a much different picture.  Dan Kovaliks The Plot to Attack Iran highlights the current state of affairs in Iran
   in the context of decades of covert and direct attacks aided and/or instigated by the U.S. and its allies.

   The history starts with a contemporary scene in 2006, with the U.S. intentions to attack Iran, using nuclear weapons.  Kovalik argues that with Israel being
   bogged down in Lebanon by Hezbollah at that time, it stalled the planned assault.  As with Iraq, Iran was considered by the MSM as a terrorist state supporting
   al-Qaeda, wanting to develop nuclear weapons, and repressing its people under a totalitarian regime.

   The story then fast forwards to the past few years.  Combined with the oil war in which prices are controlled mainly by Saudi Arabia oil production increases
   or cuts, current U.S. economic sanctions are an act of economic terrorism in that it constitutes the intentional infliction of injury against the civilian
   population to bring about a desired political end - but it is par for the course for the United States.   The civil disturbances as depicted by the MSM and
   the U.S. government was not about civil liberties but were mainly about the economy.

   Collateral to this oil war, originally aimed at both Russia and Iran, is the effect on the Venezuelan economy.  These links and associations to other areas of
   U.S. imperial designs are a strong point of Kovaliks overall presentation, demonstrating the global attempts to subjugate and overturn any government that goes
   against U.S. wishes.

   Another factor with U.S.relations with Iran is the United States has also been involved in supporting terrorist groups against Iran. The most notable such
   groups as the Mujahadeen e-Khalq (MEK...).  This organization was de-listed as a terrorist organization by the Obama Administration in 2012.   John
   Bolton, then and now, leads the charge against Iran, previously aided by Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.

   As the story develops it links Israel, ISIS, and Saudi Arabia into the web of lies about fighting terrorism in the Middle East when in reality the United States
   is actually supporting the terrorists...chaos is the desired means to the United States desired end, which appears to be...more chaos.   Kovalik reiterates
   this later,

     By design, the United States...has unleashed indescribable chaos upon the region.  This has not only caused untold loss of life and suffering to the people
     of the region, but has also led to the eradication of their history and culture.

   The latter is very noticeable throughout Iraq, was on the path to succeeding in Syria, and has been practiced daily over the years in occupied Palestine.

   Mohammad Mosaddegh in court, 8 November 1953 (Source: Wikimedia Commons)

   The story then turns back in time to the beginning of the current history of imperial intentions for hegemony which started with Great Britain in association
   with the U.S. attempting to get rid of the popular and democratically elected government of Mohammed Mossadegh in 1953.  The objective at the time was the usual
   control of oil resources.  It should be noted control and profits were the motive, as the US$ link to oil had not yet been fully created.  Another factor in
   line with the U.S. desire for global hegemony and its communist fear mongering was the desire to wipe out the danger of a good example to other upstart
   nations.

   While working through Mossadeghs overthrow, the history also involves the reintroduction of the Shah into Iranian politics.  Supported by the CIA who trained
   the Shahs security force, SAVAK, Iran became a loyal supporter of U.S. plans.  The suppression of resistance resulted in many political prisoners and many
   disappeared dissenters, a strategy replicated by CIA surrogate dictators in Argentina and Chile.  The result was a whole society corrupted by power and
   fear.

   Summing up the activities of the U.S.supported Shah and the SAVAK, Kovalik says,

     Iranians have every reason and right to feel anger, and even hatred toward the United States, not just for what has been done to them, but also because the
     United States continues to do so while holding itself out as a bright beacon of democracy and freedom to the world.

   The history continues with more links to events in the Carter regime and its aggression in El Salvador and its ongoing support of the Shahs regime.  Again,
   these associations are directly applicable as it is important to note that the United States has consciously utilized the Salvador option in countries like
   Iraq and Afghanistan to put down insurgencies.

   Then, at least according to MSM accounts, the Iranian people suddenly overthrew the Shah and installed their dictatorship under Ayatollah Khomeini, holding
   dozens of U.S. embassy personnel hostage until subsequently released after some shady dealings with Ronald Reagans electoral campaign.   Kovalik weaves the
   story through the Iran-Iraq war and its many side issues: the Iran-Contra affair;  the use of WMDs by Iraq (poison gas from U.S. sources);  Israeli and U.S.
   support given to both sides hoping to exhaust them both.

   Jacobo rbenz in military uniform

   Another side trip is taken through Guatemala and the attempts to overthrow the Sandinista government.  Guatemala was the U.S. CIA second overthrow, as
   following the Mossadegh coup  in Iran, the same tactics were applied to overthrowing the democratically elected government of Jacobo Arbenz (image on the
   right), not for oil this time, but to stop land reform and for the United Fruit Company of Boston (now Chiquita).

   Afghanistans war plays a significant part of this history, as Iran aided the U.S. in its measures against al-Qaeda and the Taliban and received nothing but an
   Axis of Evil label from George Bush with attempts to instigate rebellion in the Baluchi area of Iran.  Kovalijks summary of the Afghanistan mission is that
   we have lost in Afghanistan, if there was ever anything there to win, and that we need to end the occupation and accept the inevitable rule of the Taliban
   whether we like it or not.

   Finally, the war in Yemen is brought into the narrative.  According to the MSM, the Saudis are fighting valiantly against Houthis/al-Qaeda in Yemen who are
   supported by Iran.  The reality is a crime of aggression by the Saudis to control more territory and in a personal vein, to inflate the ego of bin Salman.
    While Yemen is being pummeled with U.S. made weapons, delivered in U.S. made planes, fuelled with U.S. air-tanker assistance, aided with U.S. reconnaissance
   information, and with tens of thousands of Yemenis killed and millions placed on the edge of starvation, disease, and murder, the U.S. and other western MSM
   remain silent.  The disconnect on this issue is quite revealing of the dynamics of US foreign policy...demonstrates the stark double standard between how we
   view the crimes of others and our own crimes.

   Unfortunately, this kind of history goes back to the founding fathers (who adopted British colonial racist policies) as George Washington is cited, lay waste to
   all settlements aroundthat the native country not be merely overrun but destroyed.Our future security will be...in the terror which the severity of the
   chastisement they receive will inspire in them.  Welcome to the empire - Iraq, Libya, Guatemala and many dozens of other countries attacked by the U.S.

   Kovaliks conclusions are obvious.  Iran is not a threat to Israel (who have some 200 nuclear warheads to Irans zero warheads).  Iran is not a threat to the
   United States (well, perhaps in combination with Russia and China and the avoidance of the US$ as the empire continues to decline).  Oil is not required
   especially in an era when the U.S. could be leading the world with green technology (okay, see the US$ again).

   Kovaliks book, The Plot to Attack Iran - How the CIA and the Deep State Have Conspired to Vilify Iran,  is mainly about Iran, it necessitates all the
   associations he brings to it concerning other U.S. efforts at subjugating a foreign nation to their imperial demands.  It is a well written work using many
   sources and personal anecdotal material, putting Irans story into a global and historical context, once again implicating the U.S. in humanitarian and war
   crimes, a good read for knowledge about the Middle East, Iran in particular, and about the workings of the U.S. empire.


   Jim Miles is a frequent contributor to Global Research.
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   The Coming Wars to End All Wars

   By Edward Curtin
   Global Research, February 21, 2018
   Theme: Media Disinformation, US NATO War Agenda


   The compulsive hatred of Putin by many who have almost zero idea about Putin or Russian history is disproportionate to any rational analysis, but not
   surprising. Trump and Putin are like weird doppelgangers in the liberal imagination.  John Steppling, Trump, Putin, and Nikolas Cruz Walk into a Bar

   The Trump and Netanyahu governments have a problem: How to start a greatly expanded Middle-Eastern war without having a justifiable reason for one.  No doubt
   they are working hard to solve this urgent problem.  If they cant find a justification (which they cant), they will have to create one (which they will).  Or
   perhaps they will find what they have already created.  Whatever the solution, we should feel confident that they are not sitting on their hands. History teaches
   those who care to learn that when aggressors place a gun on the wall in the first act of their play, it must go off in the final act.

   These sinister players have signaled us quite clearly what they have in store.  All signs point toward an upcoming large-scale IsraeliU.S. attack on Lebanon and
   Syria, and all the sycophantic mainstream media are in the kitchen prepping for the feast.  Russia and Iran are the main course, with Lebanon and Syria, who will
   be devoured first, as the hors doeuvres.  As always, the media play along as if they dont yet know whats coming.  Everyone in the know knows what is, just not
   exactly when.  Andthe media wait with baited breath as they count down to the dramatic moment when they can report the incident that will compel the innocent
   to attack the guilty.

   Anyone with half a brain can see the greatly increased anti-Russian propaganda of the past few weeks.  This has happened as the Russia-gate claims have fallen to
   pieces, as former CIA analyst Raymond McGovern, the late Robert Parry, Paul Craig Roberts, and others have documented so assiduously. All across the media
   spectrum, from the big name corporate stenographers like The New York Times, CNN, National Public Radio, The Washington Post to The Atlantic and Nation magazines
   and other leftist publications such as Mother Jones and Who What Why, the Russia and Putin bashing has become hysterical in tone, joined as it is with an
   anti-Trump obsession, as if Trump were a dear friend of Putin and Russia and wasnt closely allied with the Netanyahu government in its plans for the
   Middle-East. As if Trump were in charge. Russia Sees Midterm Elections as a Chance to Sow Fresh Discord (NY Times, 213), Russia Strongman (Putin) has pulled
   off one of the greatest acts of political sabotage in modern history (The Atlantic, Jan. Feb. 2018), Muellers Latest Indictment Shows Trump Has Helped Putin
   Cover Up a Crime (Mother Jones, 21618), A Russian Sightseeing Tour For Realists (whowhatwhy.com, 2718), etc.

   I am reminded of the turn to the right that so many muckrakers made during and after WW I.  Afraid of a revolt from below, bewitched by their own vision to
   articulate the worlds future, heady over their own war propaganda, and wanting to be on the safe side of the government crackdown on dissent (The Espionage Act,
   the Palmer Raids, etc.), many progressives of the era embraced a jingoism similar to the anti-Russia mania of today.

   Only someone totally lacking a sense of humor and blind to propaganda would not laugh uproariously at todays media nonsense about Russia, but such laughter
   would be infused with a foreboding awareness that as the Middle East explodes and U.S.NATO backed Kiev forces prepare to attack the Donbass region of eastern
   Ukraine, the world is entering a very dangerous period.  And of course Trump has said, The U.S. has great strength and patience but if it is forced to defend
   itself or its allies, we will have no choice but to totally destroy North Korea.  Totally destroy 26 million human beings.  While his bully buddy in Israel,
   Benjamin Netanyahu, recently said at the Munich Security Conference that Iran is the greatest threat to the world, compared it to Nazi Germany, and claimed it
   was developing ballistic missiles to strike deep into the United States.  Iran seeks to dominate our region, the Middle East, and seeks to dominate the world
   through aggression and terror, he said.  And he vowed to act against Iran and anyone who supported it  i.e. Lebanon and Syria (Russia).

   Putin also, like all the mythic bogeymen, is portrayed as the new Hitler intent on conquering the world.  If the American public wasnt so sophisticated and
   adept at seeing through lies  pause and laugh  we could expect some World War I posters with Russian soldiers (like The Huns), sharp teeth glistening, gorilla
   strong and beastly, holding American women in preparation for the kill or rape.  Last year, when Oliver Stone did the world the great service of releasing his
   four-part interview with Putin, he was bashed, of course.  Just as he was with his film JFK, the only movie in history to be reviewed and panned one year before
   its release by a Washington Post reviewer who didnt see the movie but had a purloined preliminary script as his source.  The Washington Post:the object of the
   latest film drivel, The Post, portraying it falsely as the savior of the nation through the publication of the Pentagon Papers (which is another story).  The
   Washington Post  the CIAs dear friend.

   In his Putin interviews, Oliver Stone, a man of truth and honor, lets viewers catch a glimpse of the real Vladimir Putin.  Of course Putin is a politician and
   the leader of a great and powerful nation, and one should receive his words skeptically. But watching Stone interview Putin for four hours, one comes away  but
   I doubt few have watched the four hours with a reasonably good sense of the man.  And putting aside ones impressions of him, he makes factual points that
   should ring loud and clear to anyone conversant with facts.  One: that the U.S. needs an external enemy (I know that, I feel that.). Two: the U.S.A. engineered
   the coup dtat in the Ukraine on Russias border.  Three: the U.S. has surrounded Russia with USNATO troops and bases armed with anti-ballistic missiles that
   can, as Putin rightly says to Stone, be converted in hours to regular offensive nuclear missile aimed at Russia.  This is a factual and true statement that
   should make any fair-minded person stand up in horror.  If Russia had such missiles encircling the United States from Cuba, Mexico, and Canada, what American
   would find it tolerable?  What would CNN and The New York Times have to say?  Yet these same people readily find it impossible to see the legitimacy in Russias
   position, resorting to name calling and illogical rhetoric. Russia is surrounded with U.SNATO troops and missiles and yet Russia is the aggressor.  So too Iran
   that is also surrounded. These media are propagandists, thats why.  They promote war, as they always have.  They are pushing for war with Russia via
   SyriaLebanonIran and Ukraine, and they are nihilistically demonizing North Korea (as part of Obamas pivot toward Asia and the encircling of China, as John
   Pilger has brilliantly documented in his film The Coming War on China) in what can only be called a conspiracy to commit genocide, as Dr. Graeme MacQueen and
   Christopher Black make clear in their Open Letter to the International Criminal Court.

   We are moving toward a global war that will become nuclear if an international ant-war movement doesnt quickly arise to stop it. Most people bemoan the thought
   of such a war to end all wars, but refuse to analyze the factors leading to it. It happens step-by-step, and many steps have already been taken with more coming
   soon. Its so obvious that most cant see it, or dont want to.  The corporate main stream media are enemies of the truth; are clearly part of the continuation
   of the CIAs Operation Mockingbird, and those who still rely on them for the truth are beyond reach. Douglas Valentine, in The CIA as Organized Crime, says the
   CIA has long aimed to use and co-opt the Compatible Left, which in America translates into liberals and pseudo-intellectual status seekers who are easily
   influenced. And he adds that the propaganda is not just produced by the CIA but by the military, State Department, and red, white, and blue advertisements that
   are everywhere.  Nothing has changed since the Church Committee hearings in the 1970s. Valentine adds:

     All of that is ongoing, despite being exposed in the late 1960s.  Various technological advances, including the internet, have spread the network around the
     world, and many people dont even realize they are part of it, that theyre promoting the CIA line.  Assads a butcher, they say, or Putin kills
     journalists, or China is repressive.  They have no idea what theyre talking about but spout all this propaganda.

   William Blake said it truly:

     In every cry of every Man,
     In every Infants cry of fear,
     In every voice: in every ban,
     The mind-forgd manacles I hear

     How to break the chains  that is our task.

   

   Edward Curtin is a writer whose work has appeared widely.  He teaches sociology at MassachusettsCollege of Liberal Arts. His website is http:edwardcurtin.com
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   Regime changes in Iraq and Libya, Syrias war, Venezuelas crisis, sanctions on Cuba, Iran, Russia, and North Korea are reflections of a new global imperialism
   imposed by a core of capitalist nations in support of trillions of dollars of concentrated investment wealth. This new world order of mass capital has become a
   totalitarian empire of inequality and repression.

   The global 1%, comprised of over 36-million millionaires and 2,400 billionaires, employ their excess capital with investment management firms like BlackRock and
   J.P Morgan Chase. The top seventeen of these trillion-dollar investment management firms controlled $41.1 trillion dollars in 2017. These firms are all directly
   invested in each other and managed by only 199 people who decide how and where global capital will be invested. Their biggest problem is they have more capital
   than there are safe investment opportunities, which leads to risky speculative investments, increased war spending, privatization of the public domain, and
   pressures to open new capital investment opportunities through political regime changes.

   Power elites in support of capital investment are collectively embedded in a system of mandatory growth. Failure for capital to achieve continuing expansion
   leads to economic stagnation, which can result in depression, bank failures, currency collapses, and mass unemployment.  Capitalism is an economic system that
   inevitably adjusts itself via contractions, recessions, and depressions.

   Power elites are  entrapped in a web of enforced growth that requires ongoing global management and the formation of new and ever expanding capital investment
   opportunities. This forced expansion becomes a worldwide manifest destiny that seeks total capital domination in all regions of the earth and beyond.

   Sixty percent of the core 199 global power elite managers are from the US, with people from twenty capitalist nations rounding out the balance. These power elite
   managers and associated one percenters take active part in global policy groups and governments. They serve as advisors to the IMF, World Trade Organization,
   World Bank, International Bank of Settlements, Federal Reserve Board, G-7 and the G-20. Most attend the World Economic Forum. Global power elites engage actively
   on private international policy councils such as the Council of Thirty, Trilateral Commission, and the Atlantic Council. Many of the US global elites are members
   of the Council on Foreign Relations and the Business Roundtable in the US. The most important issue for these power elites is protecting capital investment,
   insuring debt collection, and building opportunities for further returns.

   The global power elite are aware of their existence as a numerical minority in the vast sea of impoverished humanity. Roughly 80% of the worlds population lives
   on less than ten dollars a day and half live on less than three dollars a day. Concentrated global capital becomes the binding institutional alignment that
   brings transnational capitalists into a centralized global imperialism facilitated by world economic/trade institutions and protected by the US/NATO military
   empire. This concentration of wealth leads to a crisis of humanity, whereby poverty, war, starvation, mass alienation, media propaganda, and environmental
   devastation have reached levels that threaten humanitys future.

   The idea of independent self-ruling nation-states has long been held sacrosanct in traditional liberal capitalist economies. However, globalization has placed a
   new set of demands on capitalism that requires transnational mechanisms to support continued capital growth that is increasingly beyond the boundaries of
   individual states. The financial crisis of 2008 was an acknowledgement of the global system of capital under threat. These threats encourage the abandonment of
   nation-state rights altogether and the formation of a global imperialism that reflects new world order requirements for protecting transnational capital.

   Institutions within capitalist countries including government ministries, defense forces, intelligence agencies, judiciary, universities and representative
   bodies, recognize to varying degrees that the overriding demands of transnational capital spill beyond the boundaries of nation-states.  The resulting worldwide
   reach motivates a new form of global imperialism that is evident by coalitions of core capitalist nations engaged in past and present regime change efforts via
   sanctions, covert actions, co-options, and war with non-cooperating nationsIran, Iraq, Syria, Libya, Venezuela, Cuba, North Korea and Russia.

   The attempted coup in Venezuela shows the alignment of transnational capital-supporting states in recognizing the elite forces that oppose Maduros socialist
   presidency. A new global imperialism is at work here, whereby Venezuelas sovereignty is openly undermined by a capital imperial world order that seeks not just
   control of Venezuelas oil, but a full opportunity for widespread investments through a new regime.

   The widespread corporate media negation of the democratically elected president of Venezuela demonstrates that thesemedia are owned and controlled by ideologists
   for the global power elite. Corporate media today is highly concentrated and fully international. Their primary goal is the promotion of product sales and
   pro-capitalist propaganda through the psychological control of human desires, emotions, beliefs, fears, and values. Corporate media does this by manipulating
   feelings and cognitions of human beings worldwide, and by promoting entertainment as a distraction to global inequality.

   Recognizing global imperialism as a manifestation of concentrated wealth, managed by a few hundred people, is of utmost importance for democratic humanitarian
   activists.  We must stand on the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and challenge global imperialism and its fascist governments, media propaganda, and
   empire armies.
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      The  moral insanity of the Terror War continues to spawn more violence, more
      extremism, more repression, more injustice, and the total subversion of
      the "Western values," all of which it is ostensibly designed to defend.
      A new piece by Patrick Cockburn in the Independent
      provides a grimly illuminating look at this insanity in action on a 
      specific front: Syria. Its worth reading in full, but here is an excerpt:
      
      
      The Syrian war has turned into a Syrian 
      version of the Thirty Years War in Germany four centuries ago. Too many 
      conflicts and too many players have become involved for any peace terms 
      to be acceptable to all. It has become increasingly obvious over the 
      past year that al-Qaida type movements, notably Isis, Jabhat al-Nusra 
      and Ahrar al-Sham, have come to dominate or can operate freely in a 
      great swathe of territory across northern Iraq and northern Syria. This 
      gives Isis a vast hinterland in which it can manoeuvre and fight on both
      sides of what is a largely nominal Syrian-Iraqi border. 
      
      
      Europeans have not yet woken up to the significance of these anarchic zones 
      opening up on the shores of the Mediterranean in Syria and Libya. This 
      is because the threat has been largely abstract but it is getting less 
      so with the attack on the Jewish Museum in Brussels by a French jihadi 
      who had been in Syria. US and European politicians do not want to 
      explain why, 13 years after 911, when the war on terror was 
      supposedly launched, thousands of al-Qaida militants have been able to 
      carve out enclaves so close to Europe.
      US and European politicians wont explain it because any honest 
      explanation would expose the emptiness at the core of all their 
      proffered reasons for the Terror War. They cant explain it because the 
      Terror War system -- including the increasing militarization and 
      repression in their own countries -- has now become organizing principle
      of Western society. Or rather, it is the latest incarnation of what has
      been the guiding principle of Western society since World War II: 
      organizing society and the economy around war, either active war or the 
      ever-present "threat" of war assiduously exaggerated -- or even 
      manufactured -- at every turn. For government and big business, the 
      immense power and profit and control they inevitably accrued from 
      conducting total war on a global basis was far too enticing to give up 
      once the war was over. The full mobilization of societys resources for 
      war simply carried on; indeed, was expanded and amplified. However,the
      war also had a life-transforming impact on many of its survivors. The 
      savagery and loss -- and the class-effacing comradeship -- they had 
      experienced during the war imbued millions of people with a burning 
      desire to change society for the better, to do away with the poverty and
      injustices of the past, and build a better, more decent, more peaceful 
      world. This spirit is evoked with remarkable power in a new book, Harrys Last Stand,
      by Harry Leslie Smith, a 91-year-old WII veteran enraged to see the 
      neoliberal extremists that have held sway in the US and Britain for more
      than 30 years sweeping away the progress toward a more just society 
      that his generation tried to build on the ruins of the war. Some of 
      Smiths writing can be found here and here.
      
      The  power structure was forced to deal with these aspirations. And, yes, 
      some among the commanding heights shared these sentiments as well, to 
      varying degrees. Thus for a a brief period -- scarcely more than two 
      generations -- there was an attempt to balance two opposing organizing 
      principles at once: war and human betterment. The presidency of Lyndon 
      Johnson was perhaps the apex -- and tragic denouement -- of this 
      conflict. Johnsons Great Society and War on Poverty programs, and his 
      muscling through of the Civil Rights Act, were profoundly transformative
      for millions of people, and even with their limitations and compromises
      could have laid the groundwork for a continual refinement and 
      recalibration of society in the general direction of justice, 
      opportunity and social peace. But Johnson was also a product -- and 
      propagator -- of the war system: a hawk, eager to "project dominance," 
      subvert and overthrow "recalcitrant" states and employ violence on a 
      massive, indiscriminate and lucrative scale. The Vietnam War destroyed
      his presidency, crippled the momentum of his social programs, and 
      accelerated the triumph of the war principle.Now those who 
      remember what the world was like before the Second World War -- the 
      ugly, despairing poverty and inequality that Smith writes about so 
      movingly -- are almost gone. Even those of us who remember when the idea
      of human betterment seemed a realistic possibility for society, a 
      practical goal to be pursued despite many difficulties, not a pipe dream
      scorned by the "savvy," are fading away. There are now generations well
      into adulthood who have never known anything but the war principle and 
      the neoliberal ascendancy as "normality," the natural state of things. 
      Indeed, in a very few years, well see the first generation of adults 
      who will have lived their entire lives under the reign of the Terror 
      War. The relentless assault of the elites who have thrived under the war
      principle, increasing the unequal proportion of their wealth and power 
      to unimaginable levels, have left these new generations very little to 
      build upon. On so many fronts, so many levels, they will essentially 
      have to start from scratch, re-discover old skills and insights that 
      have been lost, re-fight old battles,nbsp; and of course, create new 
      ways of trying to go forward like the Occupy movement. And 
      they will have to do it against a power structure that is far more 
      powerful, more pervasive and implacable than before. A power structure 
      that every day is darkening the future of its own children, creating a 
      dystopia of chaos and fear, of aggression and blowback, repression and 
      revenge. No leader can "explain" what is happening because none of them 
      can admit the truth: that the world they are making -- the world that 
      has made them powerful, has lifted them up on a finely-meshed web of 
      interlocking elite interests and will sustain them, and their families, 
      among the elite for the rest of their lives -- is organized around 
      violence and loot. Not security, not prosperity, not liberty, not 
      democracy, not justice, not peace. These are not the aims of the system,
      these are not the products of the system. The Terror War -- and
      the concomitant degradation of society and individual lives -- shows in
      stark relief that the system is producing exactly what it aims to 
      produce: death, despair -- and record-breaking profits.
      
      

      
